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HE real America is ‘showing itself already
in the occupied territory of the Rhine.
Europeans are unable to understand the rest-
less constructiveness that overrides and de-
stroys any amount of enmity. When con-
fronted with disordered conditions, Americans
inevitably proceed according to their likes to
set things right. If men are idle and industries
are available which might employ them and
improve their general economic condition, these
industries must be set going. It is the type of
thing and the kind of spirit that was displayed
at Havana, at Vera Cruz, in the Philippines.
Brigadier General Smith, charged with the
administration of civil affairs, is setting the
manufacturing establishments on their feet and
arranging for the sale of their product both in
France and in Germany. Not even the opposi-
tion of the Allies to strengthening the economic
position of Germany can hinder this inherent
American passion.

RITICS in the Eastern States who have
been so intolerant of the idea of the Initia-

tive and Referendum as a clap-trap device of
populism for taking law-making out of the
hands of trained legislators and turning it over
to the mob are shifting to a new point of view.
They are now complaining that Prohibition has
been foisted upon the country by legislatures
that have been won over in a Prohibition still-
hunt while the people’s minds were occupied
with the war. From a long and violent opposi-
tion to the Inmitiative and Referendum these
critics are now frantically demanding that the
people have an opportunity to vote on the ques-

tion. An eleventh-hour conversion is better
than no conversion at all, particularly as there
are questions awaiting consideration that far
transcend Prohibition in importance. Massa-
chusetts has put herself right on the question;
now let New York and other Eastern States
follow. And if the timid are still afraid to set
up a national referendum, let them at least have
the advisory referendum similar to that of Illi-
nois, so that the people can express their opin-
ion at general elections on pending questions
for the guidance of Congress.

HE elections to the German National As-
sembly last Sunday are said to havesbeen
attended by a good deal of disorder. A fore-
cast of the returns made by Richard Fischer,
secretary of the Majority Socialist party, gave
to the different groups pretty much the rela-
tive strength they had in the old Reichstag.
According to this the Centrist or Catholic
party would have thirty per cent. of the votes,
and the Democrats—the bourgeois party—
would receive from fifteen to twenty per cent.
If the result is even approximately in accord
with the estimate, it means that the new Ger-
man ‘republic will hardly be established on
Socialist lines. It may, however, be a mistake
to suppose that this would be a victory for
moderation. It would probably be better if
the Majority Socialists had a clear field for
their effort. To strike a bargain with the
parties of church and property opens wide the
avenue of propaganda to the extremists. It is
not yet clear just what strength the Sparta-
cans and Independent Socialists possess; more-
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over, a lack of numerical strength is compen-
sated by fanatical determination. To assume
that the death of Liebknecht and Rosa Luxem-
burg will end the activities of the extremist
faction is to make a serious mistake. Bolshe-
vism is a reservoir that quickly gathers all kinds
of discontent, and will be fed from the ranks
of those who believe that revolution should
bring them rich fruits at once.

HAT was a strange reason given by one

of the members of the Labor Conference
in New York for including anti-Prohibition
in the party’s platform. He said that Pro-
hibition would throw out of work one million
employes. It is conceivable that one may be
in favor of or opposed to Prohibition on
moral grounds. But it is not clear how one
could favor the liquor interests on economic
grounds. A large part of the price paid for
alcoholic beverages is tax and does not em-
ploy labor. It has been estimated that of the
number of wage-earners employed per million
dollars of invested capital, textiles employ
578, leather goods 469, paper and printing
367, iron and steel 284, liquor 77. It is doubt-
ful if the capital invested in the liquor business

could find any other occupation that would*

not cmploy more wage-earners than it does
at present. If, therefore, the employment of
labor be the measure of desirability, the liquor
interests should stand lowest on the wage-
earner’s list.

NOT all employers of labor insist upon
breaking the vicious circle of high prices
by cutting wages first. The American Radia-
tor Company of Chicago, in an effort to stimu-
late building, announces a reduction of 25 per
cent. on radiators and boilers. This reduction
is made without a cut in wages. The United
States Steel Corporation has announced a simi-
lar policy, a reduction in price without a cut
in wages. This is a commendable spirit. It will
doubtless have the tendency desired. It will
cheapen building, and so encourage a revival in
construction. Unfortunately, other things be-
sides radiators and iron and steel enter into
buildings. There is, for instance, the trifling
item of the ground upon which they stand ; and
if the cheapening of materials and furnishings
that enter into a building promotes construc-

tion, it is only reasonable to suppose that
cheaper land also would stimulate construction.
Has anybody heard of the owners of lots offer-
ing them to builders at a lower price for the
purpose of stimulating building? On the con-
trary, there has been an incessant clamor for
a year back that the close of war would see
an advance in the price of lots, which certainly
will be the case; for if more buildings are put
up there will be a greater demand for land, and
increased demand always advances the price.
What a remarkably fine economic adjustment
we have, when the lowering of the price of radi-
ators and raw building materials to increase
construction is followed by an increase in the
price of the land upon which the construction
takes place. The men who are reducing their
prices without reducing wages are commended
for their public spirit. Is the corresponding ad-
Yance in the price of land to be commended or
condemned?

ULL details of the German elections are
still lacking, but it is interesting to note
that the new method of securing representation
embodies some of the most advanced principles
of representative government. . Out of a popu-
lation of about 65,000,000, it is estimated that
21,000,000 women and 18,000,000 men are
qualified to vote, the age for qualifying being 20
years. It is also interesting to note that the
representatives will be chosen by proportional
representation, which will secure a voice in the
national assembly to all but very insignificant
minorities. The vote is direct and secret. It
is thus possible that Germany, from-being one
of the most backward countries politically, may
become one of the most advanced of democ-
racies. It is to be hoped that some of our
chauvinistic statesmen will be able to give a
little thought to bringing American women to
an equality politically with German women, and
to giving all American voters a representation
equal to that of German voters. The question
of suffrage, proportional representation, and
the short ballot have been before the American
public long enough to warrant action by our
laws. ‘

R. BAKER is again adding to his laurels
in the matter of prompt demobilization.
In round numbers 800,000 officers and men had
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been discharged by the 15th. This means
about 60 per cent. of those under arms on this
side of the Atlantic. If the present rate of
discharge—380,000 per day—continues there
will be nothing but empty camps in America
within a few weeks. Meanwhile peace time mili-
tarists are as usual “ viewing with alarm ” ‘and
war time militarists are damning with faint
praise. Even the New Republic, outraged by
this last of many offenses, calls down the wrath
of learned persons upon “ planless demobiliza-
tion.” Mr. Baker’s chief sin appears to be
that he is not proceeding according to a dia-
gram. The British, we are told, are doing
such things ever so much better. They planned
their demobilization in advance, as they did
many other things. No one mentions that when
the time came the greater part of their care-
fully made plans had to be disregarded, and
none of Mr. Baker’s critics mentions that up to
date we have discharged more than twice as
many men as the British. The truth is that
Mr. Baker is proceeding in accordance with an
excellent plan. It is not complex—a fact that
will displease the graft-loving and the more
erudite section of the populace—but it has met
the requirements.

T HE demobilization plans are based upon
the theory that soldiers want work and
the sooner they get it the better. Hence jobs
are being found for soldiers. When a regi-
ment is to be discharged a Federal Employment
agent goes to the camp armed with the infor-
mation as to where jobs are to be found. The
plan is not perfect and it could be improved.
The best answer to criticisms is that it has
worked up to date, and there is as yet no seri-
ous unemployment. We are rapidly approach-
ing the danger point, however, and further dis-
charges on a large scale without adequate safe-
guards will result in disaster. Demobilization
by trade and occupations in small groups would
be desirable, instead of discharge by military
units. Doubtless this change will be made
when the time comes,'as Mr. Baker has it
under consideration with a view to arranging
the necessary administration details. But it
probably will not satisfy the critics, who insist
that no facts are worth noticing but the small
ones, and that an idea to be sound must be
com:plex.

The Conference Opens

HE first session of the Peace Conference

hes been held. It was staged with the
dignity becoming so momentous an event. An
impressive  simplicity consonant with the
standards of democratic states is to distin-
guish this confercnce from those of a similar
historical character. Respect for precedent is
shown in the opening by the President of the
French Republic, and in the sclection of the
French Premier as permanent chairman. It is
clear that most of the arrangements are to be
made behind the scenes, and the plenary ses-
sions used for purposes of formulating and reg-
istering them. The machinery seems to re-
volve with perfect smoothness. The delega-
tions have been fixed for all the nations con-
cerned, and methods of procedure have been
determined. In his opening speech Clemenceau
sounded the note of what is to transpire sub-
sequently.

It cannot be said at this stage and from
general appearances to what extent President
Wilson will be able to influence the final issues.
In the first matter of principle to arise he has
suffered a seeming defeat. The sessions are
not to be open to channels of full publicity.
The world will become acquainted with the
doings of the Conference through the commu-
niqués issued by the secretariat. This means
a censorship so complete that the Conference
is in effect a conclave of diplomats like any of
its predeccssors. It may be an arrangement
between friends, but such an arrangement, if
above board, nceds no secrecy. What is evi-
dent is that all real differences are to be kept
submerged, and the peoples of the world are
not to become acquainted with the principles
on which arrangements are made. Yet it is
Just this matter of principle with which they
are most concerned. Any real conflict must
come into the open and be scttled by an ad-
justment in the public opinion of mankind.
The one value of the Brest-Litovsk negotia-
tions was the clear definition they gave to the
issues of the war. German militarism had to
stand out in its stark nakedness, and from that
moment it was a discredited, shrinking figure.
Trotzky may be an adept apostle of fanatical
violence. He none the less helped the world
to understand the rights of pcoples. There
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can be no doubt that the Paris Conference has
chosen the poorer way. Secrecy means bar-
gaining, an adjustment of selfish interests;
and it is much to be regretted that Mr. Wilson
should have been overborne in his contention
for open negotiations. He goes with propo-
sals which are in his judgment and that of the
American people the nearest attainable ap-
proximation to justice. It is clear already
that even over the question of a league of na-
tions bargains are to be made—have, indeed,
already been made. No principle of disarma-
ment which would affect the British Navy is
to be established. France gives her adherence
on what scems to be the condition that her
future frontier is to be the Rhine. The state-
ment of Marshal Foch is difficult to explain
on any other terms. In any case, these are
all matters that should come into the light of
day, especially if the seeds of a future Euro-
pean conflict are now being sown. America
is represented in Paris precisely because she
has no selfish interests at stake. She is there
to assist in a reconciliation of interests on the
basis of justice. But secrecy has always
smothered, and always will smother, justice.
The future of four great empires that have
gone into dissolution is to be settled in the
next few weeks. It is a large order for the
traditional group of skilful gentlemen seated
around a table.

America’s Labor Party

URING the past two years Tue Pusric .

has never ceased to urge the different
labor groups of the United States to form
themselves into a political force. This result
is now within sight. Labor has at last become
articulate, not through the meeting of a few
leaders to lay down a program for their fol-
lowers to accept, but spontaneously through
independent meetings of trade union repre-
scntatives in a great number of cities. It re-
mains for the party to integrate itself through
the States and nationally.. There is an aston-
ishing consistency in the platforms laid down.
Labor seems to know what it wants. The ob-
jects are limited and realizable; and if they
are not four-square at all points with funda-
mental economics, they are in accord with the

present drift. They are not taken from a
text-book of political philosophy.

Naturally this movement runs counter to
the leadership which Mr. Gompers has so long
provided through the American Federation of
Labor. He will apparently continue in oppo-
sition. His objections were derived from his
experience in the Henry George fight for the
mayoralty of New York. He believes that
when labor goes into politics, it is misled into
mere vote-getting instead of an attempt to se-
cure the true economic ends of labor organiza-
tion. In other words, his objection is based
upon expediency and not upon principle. But
expediency goes further with Mr. Gompers
than with most other men. He has within his
organization an incomparable political ma-
chine. He has so far been able quickly, easily
and effectively to crush any opposition to his
will. He has kept labor out of politics, so that
he himself might be labor’s only factor in poli-
tics. This movement among the trades unions
is therefore a definite repudiation of Mr. Gom-
pers’ leadership. The Federation attempts to
meet the situation by formulating a series of
strong economic demands. It is an effort to
become again the head of the procession.

As to the principle involved, that of labor
seeking to express itself politically, to urge its
own demands through its own elected repre-
sentatives, nothing could be more logical.
Legislation in a democratic country is in last
analysis an adjustment of interests. Govern-
ment has so far been left to the possessing
classes, and the lawyers, who are their hench-
men. If the problem and the needs of thx
masses are not fit matter for expression in our
legislative chambers, then it is difficult to un-
derstand what political institutions are worth.
And it is not only interest. It is curious but
true that idealism and the forward look are
born out of the toiling masses. The time has
passed for justice to be that attenuated thing
which fear of consequences is able to wring
from rich men in possession of the functions
of government.

The chief problem of the new party is to
develop intelligent and responsible leadership.
Organized labor in this country has too often
in the past given its confidence to incapable
and venal men. It can be sold still more easily
in the political field. Even with the best, ex-
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perience cannot be acquired in a day or a year.
British labor required ten years to develop the
men who could present and handle its case. In
one respect the American movement has a
great advantage over the labor movement in
Europe. It is not likely to fall into Socialism.
It will not face the future armed merely with
arid doctrinaire formulas. It is not commit-
ted to gaining paradise through the general
strike and its attendant revolution. Nor is it
probable that many Americans will see advan-
tages in a dictatorship of the proletariat.

Controlling the Packers

ECENT statements of the meat packers
regarding the profits and the volume of
business for the year 1918 have aroused much
interest on the part of those concerned about
the cost of living. Some persons have been
bold enough to question whether a part of the
high cost of living was not due to profiteering,
and have ventured to suggest that it might
be worth the Government’s while to take some
action. It is reassuring, therefore, to know
from the packers themselves that their profits
have been made on a margin of one-half cent
a pound, and that they have been one of the
most important agencies in keeping down the
cost of meat.

When John Sherman was asked by a rude
critic how a man who had not been engaged in
business could acquire such a fortune, the dis-
tinguished statesman replied that he had an
economical wife. Possibly the packers have
very efficient office boys. We have been as-
sured from time to time by generous ads in
the newspapers, as well as by very neatly
printed literature, and highly educated public-
ity agents who have visited the editors of the
papers, that the packers are a very much
maligned set of business men.
sumer must pay forty cents a pound for round
stake, it is some satisfaction to know that no
unreasonable part of that money went to swell
the profits of the packers.

Mr. Cudahy, speaking for the Cudahy
Packing Company, says that the profit in 1918
was only 2.15 cents on each dollar taken in,
and that the average profit was slightly less
than one-half cent per pound on the total

If the con--

volume of the product handled. The net prof-
its of $6,102,220 were sufficient to encourage
the company in its business even after the de-
duction of the income tax. The Swift Com-
pany, a larger concern, had sales amount-
ing to $1,200,000,000, and a net profit of
$21,157,277, after deducting $11,828,164 for
Federal and foreign taxes. A significant item
in the report of the Swift Company is the
statement that the price of cattle had in-
creased 25 per cent. during the year.

This increase in the price of cattle will be
of interest to cattle raisers. A Colorado cat-
tle man known to THe PusLic writes: I
sold my steers this fall in Kansas City at from
614 to 714 cents, about the same price as I
got last year. These prices are less than the
cost of production, and are about an average
paid by the packers for the great bulk of cat-
tle at the leading markets for this year and
last. You will note an enormous run of cattle
the past two years, and a dccrease of cattle
on the ranges of over two million head, as
thousands of cattle men are throwing their
entire herds on the market to stop loss, while
the public listens to the siren song of the
packers, who are spending millions in sub-
sidizing the press with fat advertising con-
tracts, and at the same time educating the
public to believe that they are distributing so
much money to the cattle producers that they
can scarcely make a living themselves.”

It is interesting to note in the United States
Statistical Abstract that in 1898 the price of
cattle was $98.50, corn 86 cents a bushel, and
pickled beef 5.6 cents a pound. In 1917 cat-
tle were $70.98 a head, corn $1.12 a bushel,
and pickled beef 11.6 cents a pound. Had it
not been for the assurance of Mr. Cudahy and
the complaint of a Colorado cattle raiser, one
might have suspected that the profits of the
packers were more than one-half cent a pound.
William B. Colver, president of the Federal
Trade Commission, which has been charged
with the duty of investigating the cost of liv-
ing, appears to be a man hard to satisfy—
at least he is still inclined to think that there
may be some leak between the consumer and
the cattle raiser. And it must be confessed
that if the packers had not been good citizens
and honorable men, seeking the welfare of
their community, and with no desire to take
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-advantage of their opportunity to practise ex-
tortion, they might have done about as Mr.
Colver charges. The Chicago stockyards, for
instance, is a company organized under the
laws of Maine, with a president in that State
and a secretary in Massachusetts, neither of
whom knows who the rest of the stockholders
are. Dividends are paid through coupons
payable to bearer. There are no names on
any of the documents. Yet the stockyards
company and the packers appear to have a
peculiar affection for each other.

Volumes of testimony have been taken at
various investigations made in recent years by
the Fcderal Government, showing that in spite
of the protestations of good faith on the part
of the packers, there must be somebody in
their employ, possibly the office boy, who is
taking advantage of the opportunity to turn
an extra penny’s profit for the companies.
And in order to save the packers from this
abuse of their confidence, it would seem to be
the duty of Congress to enact legislation that
will separate the stockyards and storage inter-
ests from the packing business proper. It is
rot a question of government ownership of
the packing business, but of opening public
utilitities to the equal use of the small com-
peting companies. All that the small packers
ask is cqual opportunity.

Caring for the Soldier

THERE can be little doubt that persons in
authority are really desirous of doing
something for the soldier. There is at present
a keen desire to give expression to the coun-
try’s gratitude for the service they have ren-
dered, and to compensate them as far as may
be for the sacrifices they have made. Governor
Edge, of New Jersey, is the latest to speak
upon this point, and like the other governors
who have spoken, as well as those in the Fed-
cral Administration, the suggestion has fol-
lowed two lines. First, the opening up of land
for those who wish to undertake farming and
kindred occupations, and second, the construc-
tion of public works to take up the surplus
while labor is readjusting itself to the new
conditions.

Opening up the land by means of irrigation,

draining and clearing appears to have caught
the imagination, and-has become popular.
Many schemes have been put forth for the
purpose of enabling the returning soldiers to
go upon the land. Taken literally, this means
farming, and it is hoped that means can be
provided to cnable those who really wish to be
farmers can satisfy their desire. But in the
larger sense, will not all the returning men go
upon the land? Where else is there for them
to go except upon the land—unless they go
into the land? And too many of them have
already met that fate.

The man who goes into a factory, store,
railroad or other occupation will still be upon
the land, and will be dependent upon the op-
portunity that society offers him. If he be-
comes a farmhand—and there are many farm-
hands—his wages will depend largely upon the
conditions enjoyed by the employing farmer.
The plea is made by the English farmers that
they would be glad to pay their men higher
wages, but that they have to pay such high
rents to the great landowners that there is
little left for the workers. This becomes evi-
dent upon reflection, for as the population of
England increases there is greater competi-
tion for the privilege of using the English
lands; and since there is no increase in the
quantity of land, and therefore no competition
among the landowners, they receive all the
benefit.

But the same thing is just as true in all
other occupations as in farming. The mine
operator may wish to pay higher wages to his
miner, but is prevented by the high royalty
that he pays on the minerals taken from the
ground. The builder may wish to pay higher
wages to his men, but is prevented by the high
price he has to pay for the land to build upon.
The same thing is true of the manufacturer,
the merchant, and all employers of labor.
Each individual employer wishes to pay high
rather than low wages, but he cannot give to
labor what he is compelled to pay for the
mere use of land.

When, therefore, the governors and others
in authority undertake to set up conditions
that will enable returning soldiers to go upon
the land, they should not overlook the fact
that all men, whether farmers or otherwise,
are working upon land, and with the things
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that come out of land; and that all are sub-
Ject to the toll that the owner takes for the
use of the earth. It is not sufficient to open
up land for farmers. There must be land for
all human activities. For, just as idle acres
held by speculators mean scarcity of food, so
idle lots mean lack of buildings and high rents,
while idle mineral lands mean high priced coal,
iron and copper, and all mean idle men.

The two great problems now confronting
government are employment and taxes. Em-
ployment must be found for all who desire it;
and revenue must be provided to take the
place of liquor taxes, and for the increasing
activities of government. As there are only
two things that can be taxed—land and things
made out of land—choice must be made be-
tween them. If more taxes be laid upon goods,
they will be added to the price, and so will
enhance the cost of living. If the price be
increased consumption will be lessened and
labor will be unemployed. But if the tax on
land be increased vacant lands will be driven
into competition with those in use, thus lower-
ing the price, increasing the demand for labor,
and tending to maintain wages at a high level.
Reconstructionists must grasp the fact once
for all that land is raw material for all in-
dustry, and that until it is made cheaper there
can be no permanent solution of the labor
problem.

Mr. Burleson Deserts

I N no respect has the centralization of policy
at Washington been so marked as in the
administration of labor relations. It was no
small achievement to harmonize the divergent
policies of a dozen or more producing and
cmploying branches of the Government. The
popularity of the policy itself was attested
by the uniform approval of the governmental
seizure of the telegraph lines for refusal to
cdopt the Government policy in the matter
of discrimination against organized employees.
Hence, it is far from satisfying to find the same
sbuses and discrimination continuing under
Federal control. Since the ostensible reason
for taking over the lines was to assure adequate
protection to labor, it is a distinct shock to
find the needed relief not only denied to wage

workers but themselves warned under threat
of prosecution not to strike under any con-
sideration. One wonders whether labor will
not conclude that the lines were taken under
false pretenses.

Before federalization telephone and tele-
graph employees had the privilege of coming
hat in hand to Mr. Newcomb Carleton. To-
day the situation is unchanged, except that
they may come hat in hand to Mr. Burleson.
In view of the splendid unification of policy
in the other departments it is an open ques-
tion whether the Postoffice is a federal agency
or not. Nor does it seem possible that Mr.
Burleson himself is responsible for such a state
of affairs. For, however conservative the lat-
ter may be, he is sincerely in favor of Gov-
ernment ownership and would hardly embark
upon the surest course to make that policy
unpopular.

The control of the lines is in charge of a
board of three, consisting of the First As-
sistant Postmaster General, the Solicitor and
Mr. David J. Lewis. It hardly seems possible
that Mr. Lewis can be held responsible for thc
medieval policy. His record as a trade
unionist and his subsequent scrvice as chair-
man of the Committee on labor in the House
of Representatives should free him from any
suspicion. Nor should the Assistant Post-
master-General John C. Koons be regarded
as the prime mover in such a policy, although
he must have given his consent and cannot
escape censure. His experience has not been
such as to make him sensitive to Labor’s in-
terests, but neither has it been such as to have
made him brutal. This leaves the Solicitor. It
was largely upon Mr. Lamar’s advice that Mr.
Burleson embarked upon his reckless and ill-
advised policy of suppression of periodicals.
One wonders if he is the evil genius of the
Wire Administration as well. Whoever is
responsible, it becomes daily more patent that
in labor matters, at least, the Postoffice 1s not
in agreement with the Administration. Ever
since the President’s proclamation of the prin-
ciples guiding the nation in its industrial rela-
tions, Mr. Burleson’s organization has lagged
perceptibly. Is he about to desert entirely?
No other interpretation can be put upon bis
recent edict.
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Russmn Bolshewsm—Tyranny or Freedom
By VICTOR S. YARROS

OT a few of our American Socialists and
semi-Socialistic radicals have expressed
admiration for and sympathy with the Bol-
shevik group that is supposed to be in power
in European Russia. We have been told that
the reports from or about Russia are as a rule
mendacious and malicious; that the Bolshevik
leaders are high-minded and exceptionally un-
sclfish persons; that the Soviet form of gov-
crnment they have established is a wonderful,
attractive and genuincly democratic form of
government which all siticere radicals ought to
vwolcome and defend, and that, even if the Bol-
shevik government has made serious mistakes,
the fact remains that the overwhelming ma-
Jjority of the Russian people, the peasants and
wage workers, want that kind of a government
and are giving it their heroic support.
Let us consider these pleas, or apologies,
seriatim. The writer is a radical and a for-
r “8S. R.”—that is, he was as a youth a
member of a group of Russian Socialist-Revo-
lutionists and a contributor to an * under-
ground ” organ of that party. Not being a
reactionary, or a plutocrat, or a champion of
the present social order, he has no violent bias

against Bolshevism as such. He is willing to ’

Jjudge it by its best, not by its worst, qualities
and acts. He is prepared to pass over many
mistakes. The questions of moment are:
What has Bolshevism done for Russia, and
what does it propose to do after all these criti-
cal months, in the light of ample experience?
Is it sound at bottom and worthy of our sym-
pathy and support?

Bolshevism stands for Marxian Socialism in
Russia. It accepts the doctrine of the class
struggle. It rejects the quintessence of de-
mocracy—equal rights and government by the
tacit consent of all, but according to the views
of the majority of the governed. It believes in
the dictatorship of the proletariat. It dis-
franchises the upper and the middle classes for
an indefinite period. It believes in expropria-
tion without compensation.

Well, it has a perfect right to believe any-
thing it can believe. But in the name of what
principle do the Bolshevik leaders suppress

free specch and free discussion? In the name
of what principle radicals can accept do they
imprison men and women for entertaining and
disseminating different ideas?

Under the autocracy terror was justifiable,
and was approved by radicals outside of Rus-
sia, not because autocracy was evil, but because
it suppressed free specch, free assembly and
free discussion in the press; because it made
evolution and progress on legitimate lines
totally impossible; because it employed brute
force, and brute force alone could open its eyes
and cars. But terrorism would not have been
Jjustified if autocracy had permitted free dis-
cussion and agitation for political and eco-
nomic reforms.

Now the Bolshevik dictatorship resorts to
the methods of autocracy in crushing opposi-
tion. It does not believe in free discussion.
It imposes its will by brute force; why is it
better than autocracy? Because it is unselfish
and benevolent? Surely, many of the mon-
archists were unselfish and benevolent, sincere
champions of the principle of autocracy. Do
radicals admit the validity of the claims of
despotism that deems itself benevolent?

The Bolshevik dictators dispersed a con-
stituent assembly. Why? Because, they said,
that assembly did not truly represent the Rus-
sian people. How could they be sure of this?
How could they be sure that they and their
improvised Soviets more fully or truly repre-
sented the Russian people? The constituent
assembly, we are told, would have been led and
controlled by reactionaries, for the masses are
“ dark,” ignorant and easily duped, and, be-
sides, the majority of the peasants had grown
weary of talk and politics and had in fact ig-
nored the elections.

Lame as these excuses are, let us accept them
for the sake of the argument. But what fol-
lows? Why, that another general election
should have been held and another assembly
convoked. It certainly does mot follow that
disfranchisement of the upper and middle
classes was either necessary or just or con-
sistent with the principles of radical democ-
racy.
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Ah, continue the sentimentalists, the Soviet
form is far superior to what we in America or
they in England call democracy. It is su-
perior because—because—why, because it dis-
franchises the upper and middle classes! Was
ever a more bedlamite instance of question beg-
ging known in radical circles? The Soviet
form is superior democracy because it is un-
democratic, because it repudiates the doctrine
of equal rights and equal or proportional rep-
resentation !

In what other sense, or way, is the Soviet
form superior? We arc solemnly told that
election on the basis of population is crude,
clumsy, confusing and essentially unjust, and
that men who “ work together ” should vote
together. Proportional representation may
give us the adequate representation of opinions,
schools of thought, scattered social groups,
and may be superior to representation of acci-
dental majorities in given areas, but the Soviet
form insures representation of genuine social
interests. Peasants have their soviets, wage
workers have their soviets, professional men
have, or may have, their soviets, and each chain

of soviets actually represents vital and throb--

bing realities.

Again, let us grant all this for the sake of
the argument, although there is much to be
said on the other side. Let us admit the de-
sirability of making interest the basis of repre-
sentation. But why disfranchise the manufac-
turers, the merchants, the bankers, the brokers,
the owners of securities that draw interest or
dividends? What in the Soviet form necessi-
tates such disfranchisement?

True, the disfranchised constitute a small ele-
ment in Russia, but is that an argument? Can
radicals patiently entertain it? Have they not
always contended for minority and individual
rights—the right to be heard, to have
a day in court, to express and urge one’s
opinion?

Moreover, if the bourgeois are so negligible
numerically, there is no possible practical rea-
son for disfranchising them. They would be
outvoted and defeated on every vital issue—
unless—and here’s the rub—unless they per-
suaded and converted the majority! The Bol-
shevik dictators thus confess that ‘they fear
frank and free discussion, and that the bour-
geois, though a small group, might defeat them

in debate. Can radicals defend so vicious and
fatal a position?

As a matter of fact, we do not know whether
or not the Bolshevik dictators represent the
majority of the people. Assertion is not
proof. The matter has not been put to the
test of a regular, fair general election. Per-
sonally, I believe that the peasants are opposed
to Marxism and Bolshevism, and that sooner
or later they will repudiate these notions and
put an end to Lenine’s experiment. But let
this pass. The fact that matters is that
Lenine does not dare risk a test of his claims.
He sticks to tyrannical methods and to the use
of force. He refuses to re-enfranchise the dis-
franchised bourgeois and nobility. He re-
fuses to permit these elements to organize on
any basis—including the basis of * working to-
gether,” or thinking alike.

We are told that the Bolshevik system is
stronger than ever today, because of interven-
tion or the threats of it. Very likely this is
true. I am no advocate of intervention. Russia
should be evacuated and allowed to settle her
own affairs. If Russia wants Marxian social-
ism, let her have it. But the question of inter-
vention to crush Bolshevism is wholly uncon-
nected with the question whether Bolshevism is
entitled to the sympathy and respect of Ameri-
can or European radicals and consistent demo-
crats. Why confuse distinct and separate
issues? I do not think Bolshevism either suc-
cessful or in the least likely to achieve success.
The disfranchised are very powerful. They
have brains and education. They have a serious
grievance. They deservedly have the ear of
Europe and even of America. Democracy will
and should fight intervention, but it cannot and
will not defend tyranny or inequality because
it sticks on the label of Marxian socialism.

"The Bolshevik experiment will fail because it

must fail, because it has forgotten and violated
democracy and justice. Any reform that is
unwilling to take its chance in a free field, any
reform that shuns and dreads the give and
take of discussion, is unworthy of the name of
reform. Russia is different from Europe, we
are told, but that is what the Czar said, what
the black hundreds said, and what the petrified
state church said. Enlightened men have
never said that Russia’s peculiarities have any-
thing to do with the principles of modcrn po-
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litical and social science. Two and two make
four, and tyranny is tyranny, in Russia, as
elsewhere.

It is of the utmost importance that Amer-
ican radicals should grasp the Russian prob-

lem and clear their minds of cant and jesuitical
humbug. Anger and indignation against inter-
vention are natural, but why be betrayed into
a defence of intolerance, tyranny and bru-
tality?

Russian Bolshevism—Tyranny or Freedom
By BESSIE BEATTY

HERE is a wide divergence of opinion
among American liberals concerning the
Russian Soviet Government. There are even
radicals in this country who are opposed to the
Bolshevist idea. Among the Russians in Amer-
ica there is bitter disagreement, and this dis-
agreement has been one of the largest contrib-
uting factors to the general chaotic American
opinion. The majority of Russians in America,
in spite of the systematic campaign of misrep-
resentation that has been conducted against
the Russian Soviet, have a rather wonderful
faith in the adventure which their countrymen
across the world are making. There are a few
whose position, in view of their economic back-
ground and previous preaching, is quite as
difficult to understand as any factor in the
Russian situation. ’

Telling the story of Russia in revolt as it
appeared to me, I am confronted again and
again with the same questions:

“ Can the Soviets be considered democratic
when they deny representation to the bour-
geoisie and the aristocratic classes? ” “ Have
not the Bolsheviki suppressed newspapers and
imprisoned people who disagree with them?”
“ Are they not an autocracy of the prole-
tariat? ” “Is an autocracy of the proletariat
any better than an autocracy of the Czar? »

“ The Bolsheviki dispersed the Constituent
Assembly. How is that justified on any
grounds of democracy?

“If the Constituent Assembly was not
clected under fair conditions, why did the
Bolsheviki not call another election, and
immediately convene another Constituent As-
sembly? »

Coming from the lips of the liberal, whose
social vision stops with the guaranty of
political rights, of free speech, free press and
inviolability of person, these questions are un-

derstandable enough, but from the lips of the
socialist, whose conception of liberty is based
upon an economic rather than a political foun-
dation, such sentiments are queer indeed. It
seems that the divergence of opinion among
radicals in this country comes largely from
confusion as to the true meaning of democ-
racy.

Nicholai Lenin, when he overthrew the Ker-
ensky government, made no claim to being a
creator of a new democracy. He scoffed at
democracy as it was practiced in the western
nations. He declared that just as the French
revolution challenged feudal control, the Rus-
sian Soviet challenges the bourgeois political
control; and that just as the feudal control
was moribund and fell, so the direct form of
economic social control for which the Soviet
stands will destroy every form of bourgeois
political control.

He saw that the western democracies sup-
pressed the press and imprisoned people for
disagreeing with them and charging them with
failure in the business of government, which is
to housge, to clothe, to feed and to educate its
people.

He laid no claim to the establishment of a
millennium in Russia. He said merely that
Russia had entered into the transition period
that will lead to socialism. To the “ parlor
socialists,” who call him undemocratic, I heard
him say:

“To imagine socialism as these gentlemen
would have it, we would have to serve it to them
on a silver platter. It is impossible. It will
never be. There is no other road to socialism
except the dictatorship of the proletariat and
the merciless suppression of the rule of the
exploiter.”

The Bolsheviki do claim that the Soviet form
of government contains the rudiments of a
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democracy, much broader, more complete than
any of the democracies of the western powers.

In America we require that a man must have
attained his majority, that he must be a citizen
of the United States by birth or naturalization,
and that he must not be either insane or a crim-
inal, before we permit him to vote. We do not
claim that we are undemocratic because we do
not permit the criminal and the insane, the
unnaturalized, and those who are under twenty-
one, to vote. Some -Americans will not even
agree that we are undemocratic when we refuse
the vote to American women. Russia has fewer
election laws than we have, but she has one
fundamental one, that if you do not work you
have no right to a voice in the Government.
Every man and woman in Russia above the age
of eighteen can immediately qualify as a voter
by complying with the one fundamental elec-
toral rule of the Soviet—by going to work. If
he is a working producer, working with his
hands or with his brains, whether he is a ditch
digger or a superintendent, he may be admitted
to participation.

The Bolsheviki disenfranchise by different
standards than those used in all other democ-
racies. The Bolsheviki disenfranchise the par-
asite class just as we disenfranchise the insane
and the criminal classes, on the principle of the
social good. They refuse to permit any indi-
vidual or group of individuals to make use of
the past stored labor power of the world, or
to control and profit from the present labor
power.

It is true that the Bolsheviki suppressed the
press and imprisoned persons who disagree
with them. They offered in justification the
same reasons offered by the governing group
in America: that it was a war measure which
the safety of the Government demanded. A
study of the Russian papers since the Novem-
ber revolution will show that, drastic as this
suppression of the press was, it was less drastic
than that practiced in America. I mean to say
that the newspapers of Russia have been full of
attacks against the Bolsheviki such as would
never have been permitted against the govern-
ing group in America. It is not possible to
cxcuse suppression of the press and free speech
in Russia any more than it is possible to excuse
it in America. Yet it would seem that we should
be very timid about making overmuch of this

charge when we consider that we have genera-
tions of organization and stability back of us,
while the new government of Russia has just
come struggling into existence out of centuries
of oppression, and is fighting for its lifc against
odds such as we have never known.

As to the Constituent Assembly, I saw it
come and go, and it is my honest opinion that
it would have been dissolved if Lloyd George,
Woodrow Wilson, Clemenceau, or any other
group of English, French or American states-
men had been in the position of Lenin and
Trotzky. The Constituent Assembly was
elected under rules laid down by the govern-
ment of Kerensky, and was a relic of the politi-
cal revolution in Russia. It was dissolved, not
on that January morning when the sailors told
the delegates it was time to go home, but on
that November day when the government which
created it evaporated like a pricked balloon.
The Bolsheviki claimed it was not representa-
tive of the Russian masses. Their claim seems
to have been upheld by the people themselves,
for though there were twelve million bayonets
in Russia from which to gather a nucleus of
effective protest, no group in Russia has been
able to make that protest.

Our evidence of the wtahty of the Sov1et in
Russia is to be found in the fact that it has
survived every form of counter-revolution from
within, and Allied intervention from without.
Nicholas Chaikovsky told me that it had com-
pletely swept the country, that every time one
of his delegates of the Peasants’ Council went
back to his village, he found the people there
had swung further and further to the left.
Harold Williams, in a dispatch to the London
T'imes, written while he was still in Russia, de-
clared that Bolshevism had swept the country,
invading even the ranks of the Cossacks.

We are told that the position of the Bolshe-
viki has been maintained by force. Yet every
time the Soviet formulas met the bayonets
massed against them, the bayonets went down
before those formulas, and the soldiers who had
come to overthrow remained to participate.

The Bolsheviki would not call a Constituent
Assembly because they believed the will of the
majority was better expressed in the more
flexible convention of the Soviets, which had
already replaced the Constituent Assembly,
even before its formal dissolution.
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The challenge of which Nicholai Lenin spoke
is beginning to be recognized by the statesmen
of the world. The Russian Soviet is at the
peace table. Whatever the decision of the peace
plenipotentiaries, the fact remains that Russia
is there. Not the Russia of Prince Lvoff ; Bakh-
matieff, whose campaign of misrepresentation
is largely responsible for thc anomalous inter-
vention policy of the Allies; not the Russia of
Korneloff or Kaliden or the Czar; but the Rus-
sia of the masses of peasants and workers who
are fighting and starving and dying to fling
their challenge at the world.

Whether delegates of the Soviet are there in
the flesh makes little difference. Soviet Russia
and that which it has unloosed upon the world
-is uppermost in the mind of every man who
sits at the board.

The challenge cannot be met by sticking the
national head under the sand and denying the
existence of the Soviet or the extent of its
power. Continued misrepresentation of its
program or its performance will not suffice to
crush it. The pathetic wail of the few anti-

Bolshevist Russians in America about the sup-
pression of the press and the dissolution of the
Constituent Assembly will change nothing. ~ If
we are to mect the Russian situation, we must
look ahead.

Military intervention has failed. It deserved
to fail for its sheer criminal stupidity, if for
nothing else. The scarcely less sinister policy
of starving Russia into submission to the will
of other nations can be hardly more successful.
The papier-mache governments of the opposi-
tion which have sprung up like mushrooms all
over that vast land and have been as short-
lived as mushrooms, offer no hope for any
working solution. It is time to make an honest
effort to find out the true condition of Russia,
and to understand what has really happened
there.

The most essential thing in understanding
the Russian situation is a realization that it
cannot be judged by any of the old measuring
sticks. We have here an experiment in gov-
ernment which has never before been made in
the story of the race.

The Only Possible Peace”

By FREDERIC C. HOWE

UR ideas of the state are still those of
carlier generations. We trace the limits
of a state as they appear on the map. We
think of England, France, Germany, Russia,
and Austria-Hungary as confined within eigh-
teenth century borders. This was the Europe
of yesterday. It is not the Europe of to-
day. States have burst their political con-
fines. They live outside their territorial boun-
daries. Their economic interests are as wide as
the world. Their foreign connections are only
less vital to their lives than their internal
affairs. Nations have become international.
Their wealth is scattered all over the world.
Their life is interlaced with the life of other
states. And the sovereignty of states has gone
out with their wealth to the most distant parts
of the world. It has penetrated into every
continent and to every sea.
The outside connections of states are as sen-

* f'rom Chapter XXVII of Mr. Howe's new book, * The

Only Possible Peace,” to be published next week by Charles
Scribner’s Sons.

sitive as the old national boundaries. Trade,
shipping, and finance have interlocked the di-
vided world into a world-state. But the old
political concepts remain. The new is in con-
flict -with the old. Any threat to economic
connections or distant relations is immediately
registered in the Foreign Office. It becomes a
matter of diplomacy. The existence of a na-
tion may be threatened by failure to safeguard
economic connections. That is one reason for
war. The world we assume to exist has passed
away. The rulers of Europe, trained in the
old nationalism, met their economic change by
imperialism. They could only think in impe-
rialistic terms. They viewed distant territories
as they viewed their lands at home. They kept
other Powers out. That is the way rulers had
done for hundreds of years. That was the
only way the ruling classes, for the most part
still feudal, knew how to adjust the old na-
tionalism to the new internationalism. The
need of food, of raw materials, of markets, of
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opportunities for trade, of strategic routes and
harbors, could only be secured by possession.

~ The French Revolution destroyed the old
régime. It was a régime of privilege, monopoly,
caste, and the subordination of classes and in-
dividuals to the ruling aristocracy. It also
destroyed the endless restraints and restric-
tions which confined classes, groups, indi-
viduals, and all industry. There was no free-
dom, either political or economic, and there
was no belief in freedom. Individuals were
born into a caste from which they might not
cmerge. Everything was fixed by laws and
traditions in the interest of the old aristocracy.
The economic life was restricted and regulated
as minutely as were persons. There were tariff
barriers within and without the country; there
were monopolies of food, of the highways, of
the grinding of flour and the making of wine.
All life was interlaced with privileges of every
kind to industry, to agriculture, to the profes-
sions. 'The assumption was that the state, the
peasant, and the worker belonged to the ruling
class to do with as it liked.

During the nineteenth century the feudal
idea of the state was applied to the outside
world. It was treated as a private possession.
It was constricted by the idea of exclusive pos-
session. Now, in the twenticth century, a war-
weary world waits on another renunciation of
privileges, monopolies, spheres of influence, and
the limitations which the greater Powers have
imposed upon the world. It waits on the re-
nunciation of imperialism, on the ending of
control of other peoples’ lands, of trade routes,
of strategic points and harbors, of tariffs, of
trade, of commerce, of the relations of peoples.
The twentieth century calls to freedom in in-
ternational affairs as the nineteenth century
called to freedom in domestic affairs. And just
as the release of continental Europe resulted in
the freeing of ability and talent and awakened
the marvellous development of the past cep-
tury, so the freeing of the world in its inter-
national relations will lead to a similar develop-
ment of nations, races, and peoples.

Peace should recognize that the old narrow
nationalistic order is gone. Nations are no
longer local territories, places upon the map.
They are interrelated with the whole world.
Their food and their raw materials, their goods,

their wealth, and their ships are scattered on

every sea. The life of the modern state is de-
pendent upon free contact with other peoples.

Previous peace congresses were inspired by
the old dynastic, imperialistic, restrictive idea.
They distributed the world in the interests of
the ruling classes. There was no concern for
little states, for subject peoples. There was no
thought of freedom, liberty, equality of oppor-
tunity. Rather the motive was monopoly,
privilege, exclusive possessions. The peace
which is to come must end this old order as the
French Revolution ended the old order in the
internal life of Europe. It must free the world
from the idea that peace is possible with might.
It must be a “Pax Economica ” which frees
trade and commerce, the sources of raw ma-
terials, and the waterways of the earth, and
opens them up to all on equal terms.

Economic and political freedom will do to
the twentieth century what the French Revo-
lution did for the century just closed. It will
stimulate the production of wealth. It will
promote trade and commerce. It will en-
courage friendly relations. It will redound to
the material profit of the greater states as well
as the lesser ones. This has always been the
result of the ending of privilege, of the razing
of tariff walls, of the ending of monopoly in
any form.

Such a peace would be supported by the
moral forces of the world. It would have the
suppott of democracy, of the small nations and
of a world-wide public opinion that will be of
great force in the years to follow.

Such a peace should be stated in simple
terms. There should be no weasel words to
lead to controversy. There should be no
secrecy about it. It should be open and public.
There should be guarantees that no subsequent
engagements would be entered into by indi-
vidual nations to violate its terms. And the
treaty should be given broadcast to the world.
It should be known to the peasant and the
worker. Every appeal should be made to pub-
lic opinion to support it. And public opinion is
a great force in international relations when
the facts are known. Even to-day the Powers
are seeking to satisfy the neutral world as to
the propriety of their violations of other
peoples’ territories, while in the face of the
most grim necessities Switzerland, Holland and
Denmark have been protected against occupa-
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tion. They have known no foreign troops. The
three-mile limit on the high seas is observed.
There are no naval battles within it. There
arc many instances of international freedom
and equality, and they have made for peace in
the main. There is still much sacredness about
necutral soil and there would be far greater
sacredness about free soil.

We arc beginning to see that previous
peace congresses laid the mines of war in
the dishonest arrangements which they made
for the power and profit of those who
rule.

With principles such as these animating a
peace conference, a true congress of nations
would be possible; a congress inspired by the
doctrine of equal rights for all and exclusive
privileges for none. It would be a congress
interested in recognizing right rather than
might, in the redemption of waste places, the
reclamation of exploited lands, the develop-
ment of the world’s resources. It would be a
congress dedicated to the remaking of a civili-
zation which for twenty centuries has been sub-
Jject to the greced and power of the ruling
classes of the earth. Such a congress would be
interested in advancing the culture and civili-
zation of the world rather than the promotion
of the ambitious of the greater Powers or the
ruling classcs within these Powers. Such a
peace would be a peace of idealism, of democ-
racy, of liberty. It-would be a peace that
would survive by its own justice, and justice is
the most enduring sanction that can be in-
voked in the world.

Joint Control

HTHE wants of the People control Demand,
don’t they?” said the Monopolist.

“Yes,” said the Wage-Earner cheerfully, *
all a matter of natural law.”

“ And my wants, that is to say, my will, con-
trols Supply, doesn’t it?”

“ It seems so,” said the Wage-Earner timidly,
‘“ that’s a matter of law too.”

“Well Demand and Supply together control
prices, don’t they? And both you and I have a
voice in them. So what’s the matter with you
Agitators? ”

*“ Oh, nothing, I assure you, except that we
can’t afford to live.”

BorTtoNn HaLL.

CURRENT THOUGHT

Learning After School

By way of introduction, to a speech on Land
Tenure and Public Policy, before the Economic
Association at Richmond, Hon. William Kent,
heretic and good fellow, irrelevantly put a query
mark opposite some of the fundamentals of eco-
nomics taught him in college. He does not deny
that the rich grow richer and the poor grow richer
also, but wonders whether the poor are rich enough
for practical purposes. The Public passes his
query along.

ANY years ago when I was in college, I

tackled what was then called Political Econ-
omy. I understand it is quite different now, and
that some things that were then very true beyond
dispute, are no longer either true or respectable.
During the intervening years, I've seen many peo-
ple and many things, and have wrestled with busi-
ness and with public affairs. For which reason it
may be that some pages of observation and some
dcductions therefrom may herc be of interest, al-
though contributed by a layman.

It used to be said that Political Economy con-
cerned itsclf with ‘ the production and distri-
bution of wealth.” To the lay mind this would
refer to human wealth produced and distributed
by human beings. But somehow the human beings
we knew, escaped from the stage, and instead
we looked upon puppets, John Henry, an immortal
average and Mary Jane, his wife, a promiscuous
aggregate, while kind old Doctor Malthus acted as
godfather to the puppet children of John and
Mary. We had laissez faire in those days, carry-
ing its happy assurance that, in a world of men,
the ebb and flow of things would regulate human
morals and promote well-being. We had a rigid
constitution, the changeless law of supply and
demand, and this at a time when the barkeeper
fed us with extra-salt pretzels to create an arti-
ficial demand for more beer at the standard price,
and the landlady reached for the pump handle
when called upon to increase the breakfast milk
supply.

I took these fundamentals seriously, although
struggling vainly with the equations and the illus-
trative diagrams, now known, I believe, as
“graphs.” I recall how diligently we followed
a critical analysis of * Progress and Poverty,” and
how cheered we were, when we learned that the
answer to Henry Greorge’s iconoclastic criticism
of the unequal distribution of life’'s favors and
privileges, was to be found in the fact, that as
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the rich grow richer the poor grow richer also. It
was discouraging for me to note, later along in life,
that the poor, in a world full of work and of shoes
and food, did not always.connect with the food
and the shoes, although willing to do the work.
They might have been richer than they had been,
but not rich enough for practical purposes.

Those were the days when labor was paid out of
a benevolent fund, secured and thoughtfully set
aside for the purpose of future employment, by
generous capital. You remember the amiable car-
toons that depicted the beaming, rotund-vested
capitalist, with plug hat, handing a pay check to
the smiling toiler in a square paper cap.

I remember having seen on a blackboard, a
digest of a college lecture beginning a course in
economics. One of the foundation statements was,
‘“ All labor is either slave or free.” I wondered
then and wonder now, if that is correct. Is there
no intermediate ground? Is the hungry man free
to select his job, or to name his honorarium?

Getting away from the classic shades, I escaped
those dreadful equations and algebraic quantitics.
It generally appeared to me that human life and
human beings were so uncertain, so variable, that
any science based on them as factors, could
scarcely be exact or mathematical. It seemed
that the game of life resembled poker fully as much
as it resembled chess. I should have greatly ad-
mired watching a clear-thinking, mathematico-
economic person, sitting, with his * graphs” and
tables of poker chances before him, in a friendly
game with an ignorant, crippled gambler known
25 “ One Arm Schimmel,” who had never heard of
algebra, or of supply and demand, or even of the
laws of chance, but who knew and loved the paste-
boards, and had “‘ poker sense” and a convenient
empty sleeve.

I cannot conceive of Political Economy as clear,
concise, or mathematical, but only as a humble
striving to adjust human relations so that the
butter may be more evenly spread. In such ad-
justment, there must enter into consideration many
relative quantities, possessing changing qualities,
such as ethics and human nature, and habit and
style, and automobiles and postmasters, and politic-
ians and policemen, and love and hatred, as well as
canned tomatoes and bills of exchange.

I used to worry much because I could not pos-
sibly read philosophy, but a great and good man
furnished balm to my spirit.

When I read James’ “ Pragmatism,” a sunrise
came. I learned in this little book, that nothing
was so, just because something else was so, and
that if you wanted to find out whether anything
was so, the only thing to do was to try it out, and
then, although it might have been so that time, it
might never be so again. The relief was incon-
ceivable. Deduction be damned—think of it. A
vast, dreary library was destroyed.

WirLLiam KenT.

BOOKS

A Prairie Balzac

In the Heart of a Fool. By William Allen
White. The Macmillan Co., New York. $1.60.

WHY travel when you can telephone? Why

visit the Middle West, where every pros-
pect is horizontal and only man is interesting,
when you can meet and know the people perfectly
by reading William Allen White’s stories—indeed,
know them much better than if you had spent a
lifetime among them, unless you are gifted with
the power of divination, which Mr. White evinces
throughout his books. * In the Heart of a Fool ”
is the bible of a Kansas town, beginning with
Genesis (A. D. 1875) and ending with the Great
War. It is a collossal cinematograph, in which
we see crossing the screen threc generations of
typical Americans. Unlike the great French nov-
elist, with whom in many respects he may bc
compared, William Allen White loves his people.
Not blind to their sins and their weaknesses, he
seems to say, “ What of it? These are my people,
and they are pretty good as men go.” He pos-
sesses that insight into motives that only love im-
parts. He admits that they failed to establish
cquality of opportunity, which he thinks that they
had a chance to create, but it was because they did
not know how; nor have they yet learned how,
nor does the author pretend to show where they
took the wrong turn.

His loyalty to his own people is amusingly d«n:-
onstrated by the fact that when he wants to por-
tray a wholly unredeemed villain he imports 2
young man from the East to sustain the role.
Perhaps that is why Judge Van Dorn does not
seem so well realized as the other characters. It
is not easy to believe that even a Bostonian cau
be so wholly soulless.

The story has no plot, stiictly speaking. Its
texture is the interweaving of a hundred bio-
graphical strands and fibres. The impecunious
visionary who runs the local paper, the labor
fanatic who becomes the martyr of fraternity, the
medico-philosophic boss who thinks that he runs
the politics of his section but awakens to the fact
that he is but the tool of the big interests, the
corrupt judge who poisons the springs of justice,
and a whole community of figures which throng
past us in these pages are plucked quivering from
the heart of life.

The story as a whole would justify a pessi-
mistic outlook on the future, but the author ends
upon an optimistic note. In spite of all he hopes
—because the failure of American democracy is
impossible. He sees in the response of America
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to the call of the Great War evidence of the
emancipation of her people from the thraldom
of materialism, proof that they who scemed de-
voted to Mammon were ready to serve the great
principle of human freedom. We pray that he
may be right, but the conversion of Saul on the
road to Damascus was not more wonderful than
the conversion of some of the dollar-a-ycar men
to democracy. Let us hope that the change will
be as lasting. To doubt would be to class onesclf
with the fool whose tragedy Mr. White has painted
so luridly—and none of us would want to figure
in that category. :

Mr. White has given us a great book, great in
quality and in quantity, for it runs to over 600
pagces; great in inspiration and in purpose.

OweN MERRYHUE.

Economic Democracy

The Theory of Earned and Unearned Incomes.
By Professor Harry Gunnisen Brown, of the
University of Missouri.
pany, Columbia, Missouri. Price, $2.00.

Missouri Book Com-

This book should be welcomed not only by phil-
osophic radicals but by all who seriously wish to
understand the nature of the germ behind the
fever of discontent which now threatens the life
of our civilization. In the introduction the author
discloses his conviction that the real grievance
of the workers against the existing constitution
of society is the uncarned income, and not the
large rewards given to society’s real benefactors.
*“ There are persons,” says Professor Brown, “ who
believe . . . that economic society is not well
organized unless incomes have some reasonable re-
lation to service rendered,” and to whom “ an
analysis of incomes which leads to their classifica-
tion as earned and unearned may constitute the
first step of an enquiry into the nature and pos-
sibility of economic democracy.”

In the first chapter we are shown the elemental
forces that group themselves spontaneously to-
gether to fix the relative values of commodities—
the desire to satisfy wants through labor, the ef-
fort to avoid unnecessary toil, and the automatic
working in men’s minds of the principle of mar-
ginal utilities, i. e. the instinct by which we recog-
nize the point at which more of a real good thing
is less desirable than some of a less good thing
that we still lack. That value is not a purely
social phenomenon is demonstrated by the assumed
movements of our old friend Robinson Crusoe in
the disposal of his limited labor power. We pic-
ture him devoting part of it to the accumulation

of food, then stopping at a certain point and di-
verting his labor to the building of a house, again
hesitating between the utility of a new goat-skin
suit and a canoe, and carefully equating the
strength of his desire for either with the labor-
time involved in satisfying that desire.

It will probably be confessed by the plain man
that the exhaustive argument on the causes and
the rate of interest, leave him unconvinced as to
whether beyond a certain point in time the receipt
of interest on invested earnings can be regarded
as “carned income.” He will concede that the
saver, or accumulator, or abstainer from consump-
tion, who lends his earned savings as capital to
assist in the process of * round-about’ produe-
tion, is entitled to receive back at a future time
all that he has lent with some additional com-
pensation in recognition of his service to society
and in requital of the risk involved. But what
he may fail to discover in these chapters is the
process by which this admitted right becomes
transmuted into a right to a perpetual income with-
out further service. When a man invests his sav-
ings in the building of houses the average life of
which is, say, 30 ycars, he receives rentals by
way of deferred pay for his past service and
saving. At the expiry of that term the houses
are worn out, his savings and services are used
up and paid for, and his account with the world
is squared. But if by constant expenditure of
further savings on repairs he has maintained the
buildings in their original condition, then any
further enjoyment of rentals is the reward not
of the original but of the later savings. How
are we to bridge the gap that separates this hypo-
thetical case from that in which the man invests
his earned savings in stocks or shares and without
further cffort or expenditure secures a perpetual
aunuity for himsclf and his dcscendants to all
time?

On “ Wages and population” (Chapter V) the
general reader will feel on more solid ground,
and on this subject the author’s elucidation is
clear and convincing. That wages are fixed by
demand and supply, and that ‘ whatever more
ultimate forces act upon them, act through de-
mand and supply " should be accepted as a basic
truth. That thc relative over-supply of unskilled
laborers as compared with skilled, is largely duc
to the inability of the former to educate thceir
children and so to put them in a position to com-
pete in the higher-paid ranks, will be admitted;
while one may regret to find Professor Brown as-
suming that the low average wage in the unskilled
trades is due to large families rather than to the
restriction of opportunity through the monopoly-
control of natural resources. It seems not only
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a more cheerful belief but a more reasonable one,
that there is remunecrative opportunity for all;
and that when all the factors of production, labor,
capital and land, are increased in due proportion,
the law of diminishing returns will be found to
be secondary or subsidiary to the larger law, the
law of increasing rcturns.

In Chapter VI “ The rent of land and its tax-
ation >’ are discussed simply and convincingly. In
the first section the law of rent is co-related to
the laws of wages and interest. As wages, being
determined by the supply of labor relative to the
demand, and interest by.the supply of capital,
rent is determined by what remains at any point
above that margin where only the average wages
and interest can be earned. We thus see that
high rents do not cause low wages, but conversely,
low wages cause high rents. The problem is thus
reduced to the question of what causes that over-
supply of labor at the base which reduces wages
and raises prices and so leaves a greater snrplus
to rent.

We are thus led to the consideration of the jus-
tice of special land-value taxation, and particu-
larly to the constantly reiterated objection that
present land-owners are persons who have saved
earnings and invested them in land rather than
elsewhere. To condense the argument: If A, who
bas saved $]0 000, buys land from B, who did not

* produce ”’
ity, but who merely reaped without sowing, what
is that to C, D and E, who have now to pay to
the one instead of to the other? The position
remains the same, that somebody is levying a pri-
vate tax on the industrial community, and the
mere fact that the A’s and B’s have traded the
privilege among them in the market-place does
not affect the equally obvious fact that C, D, E
and the others are paying and getting no service
in return. If, therefore, those whom we represent
by the last 24 letters of the alphabet, decide that
justice no longer requires them to pay tribute to
either of the first two, who shall deny their right
to adopt this position? We are here face to face
with unearned income in it most indefensible form,
and unless private taxation of all kinds is to be
permitted indefinitely, it is surely here in its
strongest citadel that it should be attacked by the
sovereign power of taxation.

Professor Brown has acted discreetly in avoid-
ing the precarious argument from ‘‘ natural and
inalienable rights,” and in taking his stand on
social utility as the guiding principle of govern-
ment action; believing probably that true social
utility can never involve the invasion of any real
natural right. The utilitarian argument finds its
focal point in the admirably worded sentences

the land nor _its surplns-yleldmg qual®’

which recall that “ government cannot possibly
raise revenue without taking something from
somebody,” and that ““if we have to choose be-
tween taking an unearned income already being
collected by part of us from the rest of us; or
allowing part of us to enjoy such an unearned in-
come and taking something more in taxes from
the rest of us, the choice should not be difficult.”

As a concluding testimony to the educative value
of this well-timed book, it may be said that many
vexed questions concerning the taxation of land

" values are faced and squarely met, such as its

relation to the ability theory; the proposal to
appropriate to public uses only the future incre-
ments of value; the claim that owners have played
a useful part in developing wild lands, and that
the “lure” of unearned increment was neccssary
as a stimulus to such actjon.

ALEx MACKENDRICK.

NEWS

Packers

—The Cudahy Packing Company report net

- profits of $8,376,808 for the fiscal year ended

Nov. 2, 1918.

—Three American meat packing companies have
recently been established in Paraguay. One of the
American meat packing companies has acquired ex-
tensive quebracho lands in northern Paraguay, on
which an extract factory has been built.

—The Federal Food Administrator for Georgia
has issued an order under which all licensed deal-
ers or merchants in that State are prohibited from
making further purchases or entering into further
contracts for lard or lard substitutes with the
Houston (Texas) Packing Company, one of the
largest independent packing houses in this section.

—During the Scnate debate on the $100,-
000,000 food appropriation for starving Euro-
peans, Senator Gore said that D. W. Taliaferro,
vice-president of the Hammond-Standish Packing
Company of Detroit, in testxfymg before the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, “innocently told us that
this $100,000,000 or a great deal of it was to be
used in stablhzmg the price of packing house
products so that the packers could dispose of the
stocks they had on hand and obviate a loss.”

—Armour & Co. in their annual report for the
year ended Nov. 2, 1918, show a net income of
$15,247,887, as compared with $21,298,568 in
1917, and $20,100,000 in 1916. Gross income after
dcductmg all charges. The company’s surplus is
shown in the report to be $69,866,799, as compared
with $56,126,680 in the year previous. The bal-
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ance sheet places the inventory at $150,880,067,
an increase of nearly $50,000,000 over 1917. An
increase also is shown in net working capital from
$108,869,281 in 1917 to $178,092,199 last year.

—Reviewing the history of the packing industry
from its acquisition of control over refrigerator
cars of the country, Mr. Francis J. Heney, chief
counsel for the Federal Trade Commission in its
investigation of the meat packers, said the big com-
panies now control more than 90 per cent. of the
refrigerator cars. And in a talk at Cooper Union
he declared that *‘ Kaiserism in industry in this
country is coming at a very rapid rate, and thesc
economic evils cannot be cured by criminal prose-
cutions.” Testifying before the Agriculture Com-
mittee in Washington on Jan. 15, Mr. Heney
said that the packers spent an enormous sum of
money on advertising, especially while the Trade
Commission investigation was on. He said that
Swift & Company spent as much as $1,000,000 a
month in this period. In February, 1916, when
the House was considering a resolution introduced
by Representative Borland at the instance of the
National Live Stock Association, providing for
an investigation of the packers, they sent three
attorneys to watch the proceedings. The report
of these attorneys, sent to officials of Armour,
Morris, Wilson, Swift and Cudahy packing houses,
was read into the record by Mr. Heney. It stated
in cffect that the situation brought about by the
Borland resolution was dangerous for the packers,
inasmuch as if it were adopted and public hearings
held, eriminal prosecutions would certainly result.
Incidentally, Mr. Heney mentioned that James R.
Mann, minority leader of the House, had accepted
from one of these attorneys, Henry Veeder, a beef-
steak and a horse valued at $150, for helping to
kill the Borland resolution.

Reconstruction

—Secretary Daniels declared that every power
of the Navy Department will be used to force the
acceptance by companies, with which it has con-
tracts, of awards made by the War Labor Board.

—DBavarian newspaper men have voted unani-
mously to become a recognized trade union. Ap-
plication was made to the Government to recognize
them as a union, and a committee was appointed
to prepare a scale of wages. This scale will be
presented to the publishers for their signature.

—The recent decision of Judge William F. Dana
that the State of Massachusetts was powerless,
under the common law, to curb monopolies which
boost the prices of commodities, has been followed
by a request upon the Legislature from the state
Attorney-General, that a new anti-monopoly law
be immediately enacted, and aimed particularly to
correct this defect.

—Organization of a Texas State Land Limit
League, the object of which is to effect legislation
to limit the land holdings of individuals to actual

needs, was planned at a recent meeting in Dallas,
Texas. Senator J. C. McNealus declared that he
would not give the worthless lands to the return-
ing soldiers, but would have the Government ac-
quire the surplus of good land in the country, of
which there is an abundance, as homesteads for
the soldicrs.

—Resolutions were adopted by the Farmers’
National Conference on Reconstruction in Amer-
ica and International Rcconstruction at Washing-
ton, appealing to Congress to preserve for the usc
of all the pcople the ‘“ natural resources of th:
nation now in public ownership—coal, iron and
coppcr ores, water power, timber lands, phosphate
and potash deposits, gas and oil lands.” The
Conference urged the defeat of the bills now be-
fore Congress transferring these lands to private
ownership without proper safeguards for the pub-
lic interests. The Conference also urged upon
Congress “ immediate legislation eliminating
watered stock and stock fraudulently issued and
not representing any actual and prudent invest-
ment on the part of the railroads from their cap-
italization, and to inaugurate government owner-
ship and operation.”

Labor

—The question of forming an independent polit-
ical party in Alberta, Canada, of which the labor
forces will constitute a unit, will be the chief sub-
«ct of discussion at the convention of the Alberta
Federation of Labor. <t is expected that the
farmers also will take part in this movement.

—The Independent Labor Party of Chicago
nominated the following- members for municipal
offices: John Fitzpatrick, president of the Chicago
Federation of Labor, for Mayor; John Kikulski, .
Polish organizer of stock yards workmen, for City
Clerk, and Knute G. Torkelson, a carpenter, for
City Treasurer.

—A bonus of $240 to each employe of the Fed-
eral and District governments, to meet the high
cost of living, was voted by the House in passing
the legislative, executive and judicial appropria-
tion bill for the fiscal year beginning July 1, next.
This represents a doubling of the $120 bonus
recommended by the Appropriations Committee.

—The National Labor Congress held at Chicago
to secure the release of Mooney and Billings ap-
pointed a committee to go to Washington to ask
President Wilson and members of Congress for
Federal intervention. If this and other means
adopted to secure relief fail, it was agreed that
organized labor should proclaim a general strike
on July 4.

—The Industrial unrest prevalent throughout
England is causing serious anxiety, not only to
large employers of labor, but even to conservative
labor leaders. The labor leaders taking this atti-
tude include J. H. Thomas, General Secretary of
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the Railwaymen’s Union. The most general cause
of this discontent is a demand for a 44-hour week
and better pay.

—Frank Morrison, Secretary of the A. F. L.,
predicts a breadline in every industrial center by
May unless effective machinery is rapidly created
to absorb the returning men. Referring to em-
ployers refusing to deal with employes in wagé
disputes, he said Postmaster General Burleson has
refused to meet representatives of the telegraphers’
union. ‘‘ Congress must see that laws are enacted
protecting Government employes from any
autocrat.”

—Mr. Arthur Henderson, in an interview with
L’Humanité of Paris, announced that the inter-
national labor conference will begin on Jan. 27
at Berne. The conference plans to take up labor
questions such as a maximum working day, a uni-
form wage scale, and to forward the findings to
the Peace Conference in the hope that they will
be incorporated in the peace treaty. The con-
ference, if it is held, will be the first official meeting
between allied and enemy labor leaders since the

beginning of the war.

—The ‘‘ Recruiting Union " of the loeal J. W.
W. at Springfield, Mass., was raided by Federal
officers and the local police, who seized books,
papers, and about fifteen thousand membership
cards. More than five thousand dollars’ worth of
stamps and several hundred dollars’ worth of mate-
rial to be used in propaganda work were also
cleared away by the Secret Service men, who de-
clare they found plans for organizing industrial
plants in Springfield and other towns in the vicin-
ity and schedules for the initiation of strikes and
sabotage.

—The American Federation of Labor, among ts
eighteen labor reform measures embodied in the
report to the Senate Committee on Education and
Labor, declares for labor’s right to organization,
the stoppage of child labor, a graduated tax on all
usable agricultural lands above the acreage culti-
vated by the owners—in order to prevent the ex-
tension of the tenant class—a small standing army,
a voluntary state militia, and a plan by which the
Government may build model homes for workers
and establish a system of credits by which workers
may build their own homes.

Public Ownership

—At a conference of the Miners’ Federation of
Great Britain a resolution was unanimously adopt-
ed to formulate immediately a policy to frustrate
the efforts now being made to hand back to private
ownership the control of the mines, railways, and
shipping, believing that further private ownership
in these key industries would be reactionary and
against the workers’ best intérests.

—Public ownership of all street railways in the
State, except the Boston Elevated and the Massa-

chusetts Northeastern, is recommended by the
Massachusetts Public Service Commission as * the
only plan which can be really effective in meeting
the needs of the existing situation.” The plan
contemplates outright purchase of the trolleys by
the municipalities or by the Commonwealth.

—All American ships which have been requisi-
tioned by the Government during the war have
been released to their owners, with the exception
of those engaged in army service, it was announced
recently by the United States Shipping Board.
In the place of those retained for service and
which are fitted for the transportation of troops,
the owners will receive an equal tonnage of Gov-
ernment built and owned vessels.

—The New York State Conference of Mayors
has caused to be introduced in the Legislature a
hydro-electric power bill to create a commission to
act as an agency of the State in acquiring and
utilizing the undeveloped water power of the State
and all boundary waters available for power pur-
poses, to develop and generate hydro-electric
power therefrom, and to distribute, sell or lease it
to municipalities, private companies or individuals
for private use.

General

—The Swedish Suffrage reform was adopted by
both Chambers of Parliament with the aid of all
parties excepting the Socialists of the Left. It
enables all men and women over 28 years, and
irrespective of taxable property, to vote.

—In anticipation of higher prices for food next
year army officers are asking Congress for an in-
crease of ten per cent in the appropriation begin-
ning next July. An army ration—food for one
man for one day—now costs the Government 48
cents. The new request is figured on 58 cents.

—John Z. White, of the Henry George Lec-
ture Association, will speak at the following places
during the month of February: Rotary Club, New
London, Conn., Feb. 6; Chamber of Commerce,
Holyoke, Mass., Feb. 10; Chamber of Commerce,
Steubenville, Ohio, Feb. 25; Greater Dayton Asso-
ciation, Dayton, Ohio, Feb. 26.

—The Nonpartisan League has introduced in
the North Dakota Senate two more bills carrying
out its cconomic program. One provides for a
State home-building association to provide appli-
cants with homes and farms, and the other for a
State mill and elevator association, which will buy
and sell, manufacture and distribute, all manner
of farm produce.

—Without debate the North Dakota Senate rati-
fied, January 17, the scven Nonpartisan League
amendments to the State constitution which were
voted upon at the last general election. By their
final ratification the amendments become part of
the State constitution, and will permit the Non-
partisan League to carry into effect its whole pro-
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gram of State-owened elevators, flour mills, coal
mines, packing plants, etc.

—To counteract the accusations of confiscation
of oil lands made against the Mexican government,
Senor Carpio explained that “ there is only the
purpose of obtaining from the ‘ vested interests ”
through necessary taxation, a proportional, and by
no means high revenue, *“ for Mexico is utterly
deprived of the financial resources with which to
meet the elementary necessities of public adminis-
tration. School teachers have been working almost
without pay in many Mexican cities.”

Contributors to This Issue

Vicror S. Yarros, attorney and newspaper
writer, of Chicago. Contributor to the Nation and
to the New York Evening Post.

WirLiam KenT, ex-Congressman, member of the
United States Tariff Commission, and radical
thinker on economic and political subjects.

Bessie Bearty, author and journalist, editor
McCall’s Magasine, spent a year in Russia study-
ing the revolution; author of “ The Red Heart of
Russia.”

Freperic C. Howe, Commissioner of Immigra-
tion at the port of New York, and author of numer-
ous works on political and economic phases of pub-
lic questions.
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Wanted—Lecturers and “explainers” of the
singletax in every community on the continent.
Time now for every man and woman of red
blood to get in and pull. Read advertisement
in THE PusLic of January 11 Send for par-
ticulars. Write your name and address on
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International Reconstruction Speakers’ Bureau
(under auspices of National Singletax
League) ; address Harry W. Olney, Secretary,
Box 742, Springfield, Mass.
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This book, and “The Structure of Lasting
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strgnbgoliw,;l in the mass of League books: clear
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“ Some meditations of a newly naturalized im-
migrant,” significant alike to the foreign born
and the native American.
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civilization, and its relation to democracy.

A book that outrages the cherished convic-
tions of the majority, but commands attention
by its sincerity.
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Which Shall It Be?

WILSON or CLEMENCEAU
SMUTS or LODGE
CECIL or REED

ECONOMIC FREEDOM or
LEAGUE OF NATIONS or

RIVAL ARMAMENTS
BALANCE OF POWER

Over 7,000,000 men have been killed.

Over 14,000,000 men have been wounded.

The debt of France equals half her total wealth.
That of England equals 379, of her total wealth.
Ours will equal 50 billion dollars.

Your children will pay.

Do You Want Another War?

Mass meetings are cabling Wilson their sup- The League of Nations hangs in the balance.
port. The next few weeks will decide.

Shall YOUR influence be lost?

Your ONLY time is NOW.

A cable from you to the President—a cable
The liberal forces are throwing their weight from your club, church, union, chamber of

in the scales for the new statesmanship. commerce—will help.

Senator after Senator is taking his stand.

We want MEMBERS, MEETINGS, MONEY, to promote a more gen-

eral realization and support by the public of the conditions indispensable to
the success, at the Peace Conference and thereafter, of American aims and
policy as outlined by President Wilson.

LEAGUE OF FREE NATIONS ASSOCIATION
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The Disabled Soldier
By Douglas C. McMurtrie
An Important New Book Published by the Macmillan Company

HIS BOOK, the first on the subject to be published in this country, tells
in non-technical form, of the achievements in the new science of rehabilita-
tion, whereby the disabled man is no longer obliged to live in idleness—dependent
alone on his pension—but is retrained for self-support and returned to the commu-

nity well able to earn his own living.

The efforts of the belligerent countries to give a square deal to the soldiers disabled
in their service have laid the foundation for a revolutionary policy in dealing with
the physically handicapped, civilian as well as military.

The historical evolution of public attitude
toward the disabled, the beginnings of con-
structive dealing with the cripple, how re-
habilitation begins in the hospital bed, in
what trades it has been possible to train
disabled men for 100 per cent. performance,
the extent to which public opinion can help
or hinder the cause of the disabled soldier;
how the handicapped man is placed in a job

which he can hold—these and other questions
are covered clearly but concisely.

The organization of rehabilitation in the
allied and enemy countries, the special prob-
lems of the blinded, the deafened, the tubercu-
lous, and the mental cases, and—finally—the
government program for disabled soldiers and

sailors of the American forces are likewise
described.

This is not a book for the specialist, but for any reader interested in social progress. It
deals with a subject on which no intelligent citizen can afford to be uninformed.

The author has long been identified with activities for the welfare of ithe cripple. He is now
Director of the Red Cross Institute for Crippled and Disabled Men, President of the Federa-
tion of Associations for Cripples, and Editor of the American Journal of Care for Cripples.

Twenty-five remarkable illustrations showing crippled -men on the high road to economic

independence vitalize the text.

‘e

Order the volume from our local bookseller, or it will be
sent postage prepaid on receipt of check for $2.15 by the

American Journal of Care for Cripples

2929 Broadway

New York City
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